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We publish this week a paper read by Mr. Ped- 
die before the Scottish Metropolitan Veterinary 
Society. The discussion was full and well sustained, 
but we regret that space compels us to hold it over 
till next week when our readers will obtain the com- 
plete views of the Society. 

Towards the end of his paper Mr. Peddie says :— 
“Twish it to be clearly understood that I am not 

judiced against the R.S.P.C.A., on the contrary, 
P think it is a very excellent institution and it exer- 
cises a salutary and much needed restraint, and re- 
presses a large amount of unnecessary svffering to 
the lower animals. At the same time I am strongly 
of opinion that it would do much more good if it 
were conducted on other and better principles.’’ The 
bulk of the paper is taken up not with the considera- 
tion of the ‘‘ principles ’”’ but with complaints of de- 
tailsand methods. We therefore conclude that what 
Mr. Peddie objects to is not ‘the principles” but 
“the methods” of the Society. If we are right it 
amounts to little more than a statement that the 


Society is not perfection—that it is guilty of mistakes 


in details, and that its methods are sometimes ques- 
tionable. 

We should think the Society would not deny the 
impeachment. Nocorporate body in this world can 
do an immense amount of work without making 
nistakes, and when the work is done by subordinates 
miles away from headquarters it is probable that 
wrong may occasionally bedone. Mr. Peddie’s paper 
Is chiefly devoted to the ‘‘ relations of the veterinary 
profession towards the R.S.P.C.A.”’ and he is afraid 
these relations are strained. He enumerates as causes 
of this strained relationship a number of things 
vhich are worth setting out in full as the whole 
question is one of great importance not only to us as 
Velerinarians but to the general public, and to the 

pensers of justice. They are: 

l. A consistent and marked oppression of the poor 
man, 

2. The manner in which the Society rushes people 
into Court without warning. 

3. The methods of procedure in cruelty prosecutions. 

4. The gross exaggeration of actual conditions by the 
officers of the R.S.P.C.A. who are often men with 
avery meagre knowledge of animals. 

‘the refusal of the Society to accept the opinion 

& veterinary surgeon when consulted prior to a 

Prosecution. 

' The misrepresentation by the officers of the opinion 

ofa veterinary surgeon who has been consulted 
to a prosecution. 

- The slurs to which members of the veterinary 


examined closely is seen to he a little too wide. No. 
7 has nothing to do with the relations of the 
R.S.P.C.A. to the M.R.C.V.S. Itis a grievance 
against magistrates, and one which many of us have 
had cause to resent. We are not the only witnesses 
who complain of the impertinence of magistrates, 
and there seems no way of abating the nuisance 
except to wait until common sense and knowledge 
become universal. Let us be fair, however, and not 
blame the R.S.P.C.A. for the faults of others. 

No. 6 is clearly not a fault to be imputed to the 
Society but to some individual officer who would cer-' 
tainly have been dismissed if his conduct had been re- 
ported to headquarters. The officer in court is upon 
his oath, and to misrepresent is a serious offence. 

No. 5 is a curious reason to give for the “strained” 
relations between R.S.P.C.A. and M.R.C.V.S. Perhaps 
we do not quite understand the charge, but we can see 
no reason why a society should not decline to accept 
any opinion. Opinions are very intangible things, and 
to insist on their acceptance at all times is to exalt 
authority to a standard it has no right to claim. We 
veterinary experts are very clever people, but not yet 
omniscient. 

No. 4.—“ Gross exaggeration of actual conditions” is 
a charge against the individual officer, not against the 


Society. It is a charge which each side in a dispute 
alleges against the other. 
No. 3.—“The method of procedure in cruelty cases.” 
Mr. Peddie illustrates this by the case in which a sum- 
mons is issued some time after a horse has been stopped 
as unfit. He thinks the delay is deliberate and inten- 
tional so that a defendant skall be unable to bring wit- 
nesses as to the condition existing on the day when the 
animal was seen. We fancy there is another and more 
likely explanation. No case is proceeded with by sum- 
mons unless the papers are sent to headquarters, and 
that takes time. Ina clear case of cruelty proceedure 
is generally by an immediate arrest and charge. When 
an officer stops a man with a horse he considers unfit 
for work, he generally appears later at the stable with a 
veterinary surgeon, and that would suggest to most 
owners the probability of further proceedings. 
No. 2 is a little inconsistent with No. 3. It com- 
plains of the way the Society “rushes people into Court,” 
whereas No. 3 is indignant at the delay which precedes 
action. Sometimes too hasty, sometimes too deliberate. 
What exact time and proceedure would Mr. Peddie 
have ? 

No. 1.—“A consistent and marked oppression of the 

r man.” This is very controversial. The poor man 

as, asarule, the worst horses. We may sympathise 
with bim, and sometimes excuse him, but if he buys 
the horses which richer men have discarded as unfit for 
work there is every probability that charges of cruelty 
will be a hundred-fold more frequent against him than 
against the rich man. 
We have undertaken this brief analysis of Mr. Peddie’s 
charges because we hope to hear more on the subject. 
We do not deny that many prosecutions succeed which 


Profession have been subjected by the unjust criti- 
“sms of the Bench and the public. 
18a formidable looking indictment, but when 


ought to be dismissed, and that some officers exaggerate. 
What we desire is that blame shall be placed on the 
right shoulders, and that where a fault can be brought 
home some suggestion should be made for its prevention. 
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CANINE DISTEMPER. 


PREVENTATIVE INOCULATION OF THE Fuint anp Den- 
BiGH Fox-Hounps Dr. Puysauix’ Vaccine. 


I have been prompted by the good results obtained 
by Dr. Physalix to use his distemper vaccine on 
some of the puppies at the kennels of the Flint and 
Denbigh Fox-hounds. For many years this kennel 
has been a perfect hot-bed, if 1 may so term it, of 
distemper, and the average of puppies that have 
survived cannot be put down at more than 25 
per cent. 

During the year 1902 59 puppies were reared, 47 
of which were vaccinated, the remaining 12 having 
left the kennel and were scattered up and down the 
country at distances too great to be conveniently got 
at, or had died. 

On Sept. 19 my work began with 16 pups, vary- 
ing from 4 to 6 weeks old, each received 2 c.c. of 
‘1st vaccine. On the third day swellings, soft in 
character, were noticeable at the seat of inoculation, 
but no depression or loss of appetite. The second 
inoculation took place on October 2nd, when 2 c.c. 
of 2nd vaccine was injected. There was again swel- 
ling of the groin on the third day, and the mem- 
branes were slightly injected, but the appetite re- 
mained good. One of this lot was afterwards noticed 


to be “‘ parrot-mouthed”’ or ‘swine chopped ” and | 


was slaughtered. Two others died two days after 
leaving the kennel of acute gastro-enteritis, probably 
brought on by eating something picked up in the 
street. 

The other invculations followed as per annexed 


I put him in my gig to bring back with me, but he 
died about ten minutes later. Analysis of the gop. 
tents of the stomach revealed strychnine. 

No. 5.—Puppy was three months old when brought 
to me to be vaccinated, and at the time had a cough, 
diarrhoea, and muco-purulent discharge from the 
eyes and nostrils. I kept him here and inoculated 
him with 1 c.c. lst vaccine and repeated the dose 
every 4th day for 12 days, there was no reaction, but 
I thought he had improved slightly. 1 now inocu. 
lated him with 2 c.c. of 2nd vaccine, and on the 3rd 
day following noticed an eruption on the groins 
which developed into pustules. Pneumonia suddenly 
developed, and death took place 19 days after being 
admitted. 

I might here mention that during this puppy’s 
illness one of my own collie bitches, three years old, 
developed distemper. She was treated by inocula- 
tion of 2 c.c. 1st. vaccine every fourth day, eventually 
she developed pneumonia and died 21 days after she 
first showed symptoms. 

Another collie bitch of my own was at the time 
vaccinated. She was 18 months old then, and since 
has had free access to distempered dogs without 
showing the least sign of ill health. 

No. 8.—This was a fine healthy looking hound 
until four days after the 2nd inoculation, when be 
began to cough and discharge from the eyes and 
nose, but I was not informed of his being ill for some 
days. When seen by me on December 8th he show- 
ed symptoms similar to No. 5, but pneumonia had 
been present two or three days. He died 74 hours 
later. This hound must have been infected prior to 
the 2nd inoculation. 


table :— 


It will be seen that as yet not one of the vaccina- 


| 


28 8 28 

Swelling Swelling 1 Slaughtered because of being ‘ parrot-mouthed.” 

1 Sept. 19 16 at seat of | Oct. 2 at seat of 3 2 Acute gastro enteritis, 6 days after 2nd vaccine 

| inoculation inoculation was administered. 
2 Oct. 9 4 Oct. 31 0 
3 Oct. 10 | 10 9.40ct. 23 

1, ,, 24 
2, Nov. 4 
4 Oct. 21 6 3, ” 1 | Accidental strychnine poisoning. 

5 Nov. 2 1 nil. Nov. 17 | Vesico-pus-| 1 Had distemper when Ist vaccinated — developed 

tules on groin pneumonia (see report on No. 5) 

| Swelling Swelling 
6  Nov.3 3 at seat of Nov. 18 | at seat of 0 

inoculation inoculation. 
7 | Nov.7 5 Nov. 24 
8 | Nov. 14 1 wa Nov, 30 an 1 See report on No. 8. 
9 ! Nov. 15 1 cs Nov. 30 9 0 


Thirteen of the pups were three months old when 
inoculated, and these received 3 c.c. of each vaccine. 
The remainder varied in age from 4 to 8 weeks and 
each received 2 c.c. 

No. 4.—The puppy that died out of this lot was 
being walked at a farm. He was seen roaming about 
the fields at midday and soon afterwards was noticed 
to be ill, the message to me being to the effect that 


the puppy was having fits. When I saw him he was 
foaming at the mouth, yelping, and unable to stand. 


ted hounds have died of distemper. 1 do not - 
sider the cases specially referred to, viz. No. 5 an 
8, as cases of distemper occurring after immunity, 
because time enough had not elapsed for iene? 
to take place. Really this is only applicable to No. °. 

The régime for vaccinated dogs, as prescr! a 
Dr. Physalix was not carried out. The po 
were allowed perfect freedom from the day ro 
could crawl from the mother, and in every case 4 
were weaned when about six weeks old. y 


| Bees cee oe 


| 
i 
| 
| — 
| Be 
ter 
the 
Th 
the 
anc 
‘ 
| inf 
| and 
by 
due 
ext 
(ser 
bef 
tar 
hay 
pose 
this 
| | stat 
trou 
to 
fbr 
hea] 
| the 
| bra 
| Th 
| 


THE VETERINARY RECURD 699 


he they got bread and milk when they began to eat till { inch, and from it several strands passed to opposite 
they left the kennel, but I am afraid few, if any, see sides like the moderator band of the heart, the cavity 
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‘ milk after being sent out to walk. contained much fcetid, thin, whitish-grey pus and a 
ght Non-vaceinated hounds.—These numbered 12, as ‘huge sphacelus of a yellow colour and cheesy consis- 
gh, already indicated, of which five are dead. The cause tence, worn out and macerated at its edges from the 
the of death being as follows : movements of the pus during respiration. This 
ted 4 distemper. sphacelus must have weighed 6 lbs. or over, and on 
ose 1 cause not known (supposed poison) section the thickened interlobular spaces and hepa- 
but The number of young hounds at present in the tized lobules of the lung parenchyma could still be 
cu- kennel is 44, the remaining 5 being still out. distinguished. On enquiry I was told that the ox 
3rd Of the hounds which have returned one vaccinated | had appeared seedy and coughed a bit in May last, 
ins and one non-vaccinated have developed distemper, | but had continued to feed and soon looked all right 
nly both cases being of a mild character and made a | again. 
ing rapid recovery with but little treatment. They were J. Sprevty, M.R.C.V.S. . 
' not isolated from the remainder of the pack, so that Government Veterinary Surgeon, C.G.H. 
y's ample opportunity was given for spread of the | ——- ——— 
old, disease, but no other case has occurred up to the time 
ila- of writing. ; ; BREECH PRESENTATIONS AND AFTER- 
ally One fox terrier puppy was inoculated and has BIRTH RETENTIONS IN THE MARE. 
she been running aroongst the kennels ever since. I be- 
lieve this is the first terrier that has been reared at By Hy: Tuompson, M.R.C.V S., Aspatria. 
ime these kennels without developing distemper. 
nee The experiment will again be carried out on this 
Coven of whieh Reve been figured in the columns of The Veterinary Reeord, I 
T. C. Howartson, M.R.C.V.S refrain from sending a few lines anent the 
above. 
Ot. Asaph. During the last 50 years I have seen and assisted 
animals of the farm. Referring to ‘‘ Obstetricus’ ” 
ed CURIOUS SEQUELA TO A CASE OF case of breech presentation in the mare in your issue 
on PLEURO-PNEUMONIA CONTAGIOSA. of the 18th April, in such cases—when the tail is 
— presented and the posterior parts of the quarters of 
In these days when pleuro-pneumonia contagiosa | the foal are pressed tight into the pelvic bones and 
a, isa thing of the past in the British Isles, the record | the hind legs of the foetus are under its body with 
vo of this case should prove interesting. the toes forwards towards its chest, and when the 
On the forenoon of December 29th, at Dordrecht, | stifle can only be felt but the points of the hocks 
Cape Colony, I examined a young ox in wretched | cannot be reached—in such cases I neither exhaust 
condition and so weak that it could hardly stand. | the strength of the mare nor my own by trying to 
Besides mange and debility this ox had the charac- | get the legs, but at once proceed to dismember the 
= teristic cough of pleuro-pneumonia contagiosa, and | foetus with the long hook knife, No. 8 in the ac- 
oa.” the right lung emitted no sound on auscultation. | companying plate, or with the finger knife, No. 2. 
cine The temperature was subnormal. To my disgust I cut through the skin and muscles of the quarter 
the owner would not destroy this animal, so isolation | from the stifle joint to the point of the ischium, 
and quarantine were resorted to. On my return} through the hip joint and liberate the head of the 
froma country trip on the following afternoon I was | femur (a tough job), round the neck of which I 
informed that the ox had died in the early morning, | attach a looped strong cord and give to an attendant 
and that a post-mortem examination had been held | to pull. With the hook knife No. 8 I cut through 
by the local cattle inspector, who pronounced death the muscles on the inside of the thigh of the foal 
ped due to a large abscess in the chest which he supposed | while the attendant steadily pulls the leg out of the 
extended from the dewlap where anti-rinderpest | passage. head of the femur foremost. 1! then with 
(rum) inoculation had been performed some time | the finger knife No. 2 cut through into the belly of 
fore, and that there was no “lung sickness.” The the foal and eviscerate the contents of both ab- 
tatcase had been buried, but I determined at once to dominal and thoracic cavities. Then break through 
Ve itunearthed and to vindicate my diagnosis if | the openings on the floor of the right and left sides 
ont possible, Fortunately I had no difficulty in doing of the pelvic bones (obturator foramina). Through 
0n- 8to my entire satisfaction, and the interesting these openings I pass a stout rope in the form of a 
and tate of affairs revealed more than repaid me for my loop, and while I press the remaining hind limb 
ity, touble. [found the right lung strongly adherent | against the walls of the empty abdominal cavity of 
uty 0 the ribs, the adhesions being old and very | the foal the cord is steadily and forcibly pulled by 
8, throu, Except the small anterior lobe which was attendants, when delivery is accomplished. 
by ealthy unless for a thickened, bluish-white pleura, Ihave in my time had five such cases, and the 
es © whole of this lung had been transformed into a longest time I was at work was 2 hcurs and 40 
hey Wge abscess sac of which the pleura, thickened and minutes. All the cases did well except one, where 
wd stanulating, formed the wall some would-be accoucheurs had been at work at- 
nly 8 wall was of varying thickness but generally } to. tempting delivery from 10 p.m. to 7 a.m. before I 
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was called. The foal was ex- 
tracted as described above, but 
the mare died. The first time 
I ever saw this operation per- 
formed was by my old master 
the late Mr. John Fisher, of 
Whitehaven. I have only per- 
formed it once ou the cow, being 
generally fortunate in getting 
the legs in position without 
amputation. 

When the points of the hocks 
are found at the brim of the 
pelvis of the mare and in cases 
where there is a bad want of 
room and the feet cannot be 
brought round into position for 
extraction of the icetus without 
damaging the mare, this is more 
particularly in cases of a trans- 
verse presentation, I fix the point 
of the hook No. 6 into the hock 
and pull it well into the passage 
and cut throught the Tendo 
Achilles—ham-string the foal as 
it were ; then put a good strong 
cord around the front of the 
hock joint and press the front 
of the shank bone against the 
front of the tibia. Both legs 
having been secured in this 
wise I have the cords pulled 
strong and steadily, when ex- 
traction follows. Should the 
crooked pasterns of the foetus 
catch by the brim of the pelvis 
of the mare I disjoint the hock 
and draw the shanks away first, 
then secure the thighs with 
strong cords and pull the foetus 
away. 


ReteENTION OF THE 


I have been very much inter- 
ested in reading the articles that 
have lately appeared in the 
colums of The Veterinary Kecord. 
During the Spring months as a 
rule I meet with some 15 to 18 
cases every year, and strongly 
recommend the removal of the 
placenta of the mare within the 
first 6 hours after foaling, as it 
then generally comes away read- 
ily and does the least harm to 
the mare. On no account should 
the after-birth in this animal be 
allowed to remain more than 10 
hours. I have seen both septi- 
cemia and laminitis follow a 4 
hours retention. I remember 
one case where the membranes 
were retained for 52 hours with- 
out producing any bad effect. 


SPS 


This mare was on grass, but ' 


Finger Knife. 
Hand Knife with cord for wrist (favourite instrument also for Post Pharyn- 


geal Abscesses). 


Finger Knife. 
Sharp Hook for Pigs and Lambs. Length 15 inches. , cord 
Short Hook with cord for Foal and Calf. Length of hook 34 inches, 


4 feet 6 inches 


Long Hook 2 feet 6 inches, 4 inch diameter. 

Long Knife 2 feet 6 inches, 4 inch diameter. 

Long large Hook Knife 2 feet 6 inches, 4 inch diameter. 
Long small Hook Knife 2 feet 6 inches, 4 inch diameter. 
Crutch, length 2 feet 6 inches, 4 inch diameter, 

Trecar and Cannula used in Imperforate Hymen. 
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all animals are not alike. What one mare will oc- 
casionally go through would perhaps kill a score of 
others. I think the matter does not require two 
thoughts. When it is taken into account the large 
size of a newly born, full timed foal, the quantity of 
water surrounding it when in utero, and the placenta, 
it must be acknowledged the size of the womb is very 
extensive, and as soon as its contents are expelled the 
walls of the womb commence to contract very quickly, 
for in the majority of cases the mares are generally 
again ready for service in 9 or 10 days after foaling. 
If the placenta does not come away at once the walls 
of the uterus, particularly the horns, contract very 
strongly upon the retained membranes, rendering them 
very difficult to remove, and the extreme end of the 
horn of the uterus frequently becomes inverted or tele- 
scoped as it were on itself. After the removal of the 
membranes the horn has to be kneaded back into 
position with thehand. In retention of the placenta 
in the mare decomposition very readily sets in and 
general derangement ensues. I! have no faith in 
medicines of any kind being administered, nor in- 
jecting the womb with antiseptics to cause it to expel 
its contents. It is years since I discarded these as 
practically useless. 1 always manipulate and remove 
the membranes by hand, and then wash out the 
womb with about six quarts of tepid water containing 
one ounce of Tinct. Ferri. Perchlor, and very rarely 
repeat the injection, as I do not think it necessary 
and I am of opinion that it retards the contraction of 
the uterus. This mode of treatment I have found 
the best and most successful. 

I herewith send a plate showing the different par- 
turition instruments | use. Since writing the above, 
which should have appeared in last week’s Record, I 
have read with infinite pleasure my old friend Mr. 
McGavin’s very able and practical article on the 
retention of the after-birth in the mare, and I am at 
one with him in every detail except the repeated 
washing out of the womb. As already said, I rarely 
repeat this. 


ABDOMINAL RUPTURE DURING PREG- 
NANCY. 


Subject. Brown nag mare, 18 years old, 15°2. In 
- Very fat; had not been worked for a long 

me. 

April 10th. Called in to above mare, dropsical 
swelling forward on off side of abdomen. Continued 
80 for three or four days. Prescribed physic, mashes 
with Mag. sulph., exercise. 

_ April 15th. Telegram : dropsical swelling increas- 
ing. Went over and found abdomen an enormous 
Size, nearly twice girt, and painful on pressure, ex- 
tended from behind elbows right back and including 
udder, which was pushed a long way forward. Scari- 
fed, continued same treatment, as mare was due to 
foal and I thought swelling would disappear after 

Ing. Mare did not seem much distressed and 
Was taking her food fairly well. 

16th. No alteration. 

lth. Called at night, mare foaling. Got foal 
away with some difficulty. | Mare much exhausted. 

ave stimulants: well rubbed down and rugs put on. 


Mare got up but could not stand long together, ab- 
domen smaller but still a tremendous size and very 
pendulous. 

18th. Noalteration, mare unable to rise. Turned 
her over and she discharged a bucketful of water from 
vagina, dark and fetid. Examined per vaginam but. 
could feel no fluid at all. Punctured abdomen at 
most dependant part with trochar and canula, about. 
a gallon of sero-sanguineous fluid escaped, mare ap- 
peared easier. Punctured and turned mare over again 
at night but could get no fluid whatever. Pulse 
fairly strong and full all through. Temperatug 
101 F. 

19th. Arrived in time to see mare die. P.M. On 
opening abdominal cavity in region of navel, | found 
abdominal muscles and fascie lacerated, and what. 
I had thought to be the most dependent part of drop- 
sical swelling to be a portion of large intestine. On 
cutting farther I found thick layers of fat, and fatty 
infiltration of abdominal muscles. The tissues were 
very oedematous, there was a little clotted blood 
where muscles were lacerated, but very little inflam- 
mation elsewhere. Internal organs all healthy, but 
coated with fat. 

My object in bringing this case to your notice is to 
find out if it is a common occurrence for abdominal 
muscles to rupture in very fat pregnant mares, and 
if so, is there any successful treatment ? 

Anston, Sheffield. Wm. 


PECULIAR CASE OF GLANDERS IN A 
MULE. 


The following case has seemed to me worth record- 
ing on account of the atypical symptoms observed 
during life, and also because of the length of time 
during which the mule appeared to be ailing. The 
animal, a black mare mule, six years old, was bought 
on Sept. 25, 1902, at a sale of military transport 
animals and was certified as having been malleined 
on Sept. 28 and found healthy. The further history 
of this animal and my own experience of other cases 
leads me to doubt the thoroughness of the application 
of the mallein test in this and one or two other out- 
breaks where military animals were concerned. I did 
not see the mule till Dec. 4, but the owner informed 
me that she never seemed healthy from the day he 
bought her. On Oct. 16 he brought her to G.V.S. 
Worseley for examination, but he did not consider 
her suffering from glanders. The symptoms then 
presented were confined to a few small firm tumours 
of varying size situated along the right side of the 
neck under the skin, and two similar ones on the out- 
side of the left second thigh, but there was no 
lymphatic cording, nasal discharge, sores on skin, or 
enlargement of the submaxillary lymphatic glands. 
On December 4, when I first saw the mule, these 
tumours were all smaller than they had been and 
a fresh one was present under the skin of the breast. 
There was also a small subcutaneous abscess inside 
the near stifle. One tumour in the neck had been 
opened by an amateur and was in process of healing, 
the granulations appearing normal. The mule fed 
well but was very hidebound, the mucous membranes 
pale, but there was still no distinct nasal discharge 
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or enlargement of the lymphatics under the jaw and 
temperature was under 102°. I would have tested 
her then but 1 happened to have no mallein with 
me. On the third day after this inspection the 
mule became fevered, off her feed, and developed 
@ profuse double nasal discharge with enlarge- 
ment of the right submaxillary lymphatic. On 
Dec. 9th at my request she was examined by 
G.V.S. Goodall and tested with mallein, although her 
temperature was 104°. Next day the temperature 

id not rise further but a large and prominent swel- 
ing developed at the seat of injection. We therefore 
had her shot and on post mortem found the lungs 
crammed with old glanderous nodules. There were 
also several large infarcts and pneumonic patches, 
both the latter being of recent origin. No nasal ulcer- 
ation was discovered even when the nostrils were 
ripped open. 

J. SpPREULL. 


ABSTRACTS FROM FOREIGN JOURNALS. 


A Benien Epizooric or Suppurative SupMAXxILLARY 
Avenitis or Srraneies Arrecting Swine.—By 
Constant G. Srarcovici, Inspector of the Veteri- 
nary Sanitary Service, Bucarest. 


Lafosse described under the name of “ strangles ”’ 
an afiection of the pig characterised essentially by 
suppuration of the infra-parotid, prescapular, in- 
guinal, and extra-abdominal lymphatic glands. 

In 1899, the pigs in the environs of Hushi, Rou- 
mania, were seized with an epizootic affection con- 
sisting principally of a chronic suppurative inflam. 
mation of the submaxillary glands. Out of the 
49 affected animals observed by Starcovici 30 were 
recovering from the submaxillary abscess, and 17 
of the others had the abscess undergoing maturation. 
Their ages varied from 4 to 12 months. 

The disease was manifested by tumefaction of the 
submaxillary and parotid regions, accompanied at 
the commencement with a slight febrile reaction and 
giving rise in some instances to a marked mechani- 
cal embarassment of mastication, deglutition, and 
respiration. 

The duration of the complaint was from 2 to 4 
weeks, according to whether the process took the 
course of resolution or suppuration. The affection, 
essentially chronic, generally terminated in recovery. 
When death supervened it was due to either general 
infection (septicemia or pyzemia) or embarrassment 
of respiration (asphyxia), and deglutition. The 
mode of development of the malady seem to clearly 
indicate that it was of an infectious nature: one pig 
fell ill, then another, and so on in the same piggery, 
and finally the disease gradually spread all over the 
district. The transmission of the disease was attri- 
buted to the distribution of the glandular pus on 
the grass and in the water. 

Cultures made with the pus from the abscesses 
gave an ovoid bacterium, smaller than that of con- 
tagious pneumo-enteritis, and a streptococcus. Both 
these microbes did not seem pathogenic for the 
rabbit, guinea-pig, or white mouse, but no experi- 


mental proof is furnished to show that the microbes 
were pathogenic for the pig. 


Dr. Moussu states that similar cases are frequently 


encountered in France, but they do not seem to have 
such common epizootic character.-—(Revista de 
Médecina Vétérinaria, Nov.—Dec., 1902, and Ree. 
Méd. Vét., April 10th, 1903.) 

H. G. 


COUNCIL ELECTION. 


To the Fellows and Members of the Royal 


College of Veterinary Surgeons. 
Gentlemen, . 

As a representative of Lancashire | venture to ap- 
peal to you once more for your vote and interest on 
my behalf as a candidate for a seat on the Council of 
the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 

During the term of my Presidentship and since, | 
have taken the greatest interest in urging to the Gov- 
ernment the claims for better position and remuner- 
ation of the Army Veterinary Department, and we 
hope to hear the results soon. If they are not satis- 
factory we must redouble our efforts, as no great 
reform was ever gained without perseverance. 

I should also like to see our profession represented 


by at least one, if not more, of its members in the 


House of Commons, and think the desirability of this 
should be widely known, so that when a suitable op- 
portunity occurs veterinary surgeons all over the 


country may be prepared, as our social position would. 


be immensely strengthened if we had any of our pro- 
fessioral brethren in Parliament to ventilate our 
grievances. 

To revert to my own candidature for the Council, 
1 may point out that my attendances during the last 
ten years, both at Committees and Council meetings 
will amply show my desire to support vigorously any 
measure for keeping up the standard and improving 
the status of our members. : 

I have the time at my disposal to give to the duties 
and shall feel honoured in being again elected to 
represent you.—Yours faithfully, 

ALEXANDER Lawson, M.R.C.V.S. 
Manchester, May 4th, 1903. 


To the Members of the Veterinary Profession. 


As I have the honour of being nominated as 4 
candidate for re-election to Council, I beg to thank 
those who have thought my services during the past 
eight years warrant them in bringing my name before 
you, and to assure the electors, should I be returned, 
of my best endeavour to uphold the dignity of the 
profession, to fight hard for those positions whic 
members of the profession, and they alone, shoul 
be allowed to fill; to prohibit as far as 1 can any 
infringement of the Veterinary Surgeons Act; ” 
never to lose an opportunity of voting in favour ° 
any measure I may consider to be of value to rand 
practitioners. — I am, gentlemen, your obedien 


servant, Wu. Bowes. 


East Rudham, King’s Lynn. 
May 5th. 
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SCOTTISH METROPOLITAN 
VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


A meeting was held in the Clarendon Hotel, 104 
Princes Street, Edinburgh, on Wednesday. 15th April. 
Mr. John Connochie, Ayton, occupied the chair, and 
among those present were Principal Dewar, Professor 
Dunstan, Professor Taylor; Messrs. Richard Ruther- 
ford, Alex. A. I. MacCallum, John Aitken, John E. 
Grey, Edinburgh ; J. Peddie, Dundee, John Cameron, 
Berwick-on-Tweed ; John Bannantyne, Haddington ; 
W. O. Robertson, Selkirk, John Hutton, Kelso. 


PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS. 
Joun Connocuig, M.R.C.V.S., Ayton. 


Gentlemen,—I beg to thank you most gratefully for 
the honour conferred by appointing me President of this 
Society. I feel complimented, for I think that never 
before has such a youthful member been promoted to 
this position. When I think of the many prominent 
gentlemen who have preceded me and other of members, 
older, more experienced, and better qualified every 
way, who could replace me to advantage, I feel some- 
what abashed, but since I am here [ must needs do my 
best. 
It has always been a source of regret to me that the 
meetings are so sparsely attended, and [ think some 
little effort must soon be made to bring more of the 
members together. If each member who attends regu- 
larly would undertake to induce one defaulter to come, 
and he in turn bring another, we might soon have a 
respectable gathering. Individual effort will, I think, 
have more effect than a letter from the Secretary. If 
it were more widely known that the tendency now 
isto have a discussion on some interesting practical 
subject in which each might take part, and that advice 
could be sought and obtained on some chronic bad case, 
there soon would be probably nothing to complain of in 
regard to attendance. 

Almost every profession and trade, no matter how 
humble, has its Society, and if societies were not serving 
some useful purpose [am convinced they would soon 
cease toexist. I do not recollect Jeaving a meeting 
without having learned something, besides acquiring 
some useful hints. I have also discovered, not a few 
times, that I did not know quite so much as I thought, 
and on the other hand I have found that I was not the 
only member of the profession who made mistakes. 
Apart, therefore, from the social side of the question, 
[think meetings desirable and advantageous, to young 
veterinarians especially. 

If we are to be true to our mottu we must stick to- 
gether, and never more so than at the present time for, 
despite all that is said to the contrary, I do not think 
our outlook particularly bright either in town or 
country. I was pleased to notice that at a meeting of a 
society of saddlers held recently in Edinburgh, the 

resident while commenting on the dullness of trade 
spoke hopefnlly of the use of the horse in the future as 
compared with the motor. This view may be correct in 
regard to motor power used for pleasure, but I am not 
% sure about that employed for haulage. As yet the 
motor has not seriously affected the country practi- 
tiouer, but he does not escape, for he has to contend with 
4 diminition of horses and cows consequent upon rural 
depopulation and a higher wage bill. 

_ To acertain extent horses are replaced by sheep, that 
's to say pasturage takes the place of arable land, and 
the question naturally arises ought we not to give the 

fep alittle more attention in the future than in the 
past. Atthe present time this is the only domestic ani- 

hot a subject of investigation. The horse is repre- 
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_ by glanders and is ably championed by Mr. 
, Hunting. Perhaps the recent death of a man in Glas- 
gow may hasten on matters. The ox comes next with. 
tuberculosis, and the honour of a Royal Commission. 
Then the pig with swine fever, the béte noir of the 
Board of Agriculture. Lastly, and not the least import- 
ant, the dog with distemper in the hands of Messrs. 
Sewell and Gray. 

Thus only the sheep is left, and in my opinion one of 
its least understood maladies is the frequent cause of 
comparatively sudden death in the feeding sheep. 
The animal sickens and if its throat is not cut to save 
its life, so to speak, it is lost altogether, for recovery 
is rare. 

A macroscopic post-mortem examination reveals 
little of importance. A little congestion of the lining 
membrane of the 4th compartment of the stomach and 
small intestines, with evidence of commencing diar- 
rhoea being, asa rule, all that can be detected. It seems 
to be a dietetic affection, aud I hope some day to be 
present at a discussion as to whether death is due to de- 
pression or shock from severe sickness, or from some 
ptomaine generated in the alimentary canal. 

I would just like to say .a little in closing regarding 
the inspection of meat asat present carried out. Doubt- 
less most of you noticed that recently a man in England 
was fined £100 for sending to London the carcase of a 
heifer destroyed consequent upon having a leg fractured. 
Shortly after that a writer in The Lancet expressed his 
opinion that this was a ridiculously small fine compared 
with that inflicted for some breach of the excise laws. 
I thought then, and think stil! the fine severe even fora 
second so-called offence. What | want to get at, how- 
ever, is the position of the veterinary surgeon who exam- 
ined the animal and advised slaughter. He seemed to 
think it likely that the carcase would be fit fur human 


food, and I have no doubt that would have been the 
opinion of most of us. I maintain, however, that it is a 
very different thing examining a newly dressed carcase 
before rigor mortis sets in, from examining it two or even 
three days later, after it has been carried for miles in a 
truck, covered by a tarpaulin and smothered amongst a 
medley of goods. An inspector then has a chance of 
forming a correct opinion, as by this time changes in 
the flesh from a pernicious blood supply, from bacteria 
and their products, cr from shock, will be very evident. 

This brings out once again the question of having 
what might be termed a clearing house in connection 
with dead meat markets, where all carcases could be 
examined at a fixed rate, and in the event of one being 
condemned the consignee would defray all expense for 
its destruction. It is reasonable to expect that a man 
once committed in this way would take care not to occupy 
the same position very often. Doubtless a large quan- 
tity of wholesome meat is destroyed rather than any risk 
of a conviction be incurred by the owner The local 
meat inspector need not be altogetber ignored, for as he 
usually isthe veterinary surgeon who has attended or 
seen the animal, he would be in a position to advise his 
client as to whether the carcase be sent for further in- 
spection or not. 


THe PrirncrpaAL WILLIAMS’ MeMorIAL. 


Mr. JoHN CAMERON said the agenda did not please 
him at all on this occasion. He was under the impres- 
sion that this was their annual meeting. According to 
his idea there were a variety of subjects that ought to 
have been touched upon on an occasion such as this, 
and he was wondering if facilities were to be given for 
that purpose. He had been expecting to get notice of 
this meeting a considerable time. He thought it might 
have been held earlier in the year so that they could 


have had the privilege at the same time of seeing the 
portrait of the late Principal Williams before it was sent 
off to London. He thought something should be done 
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to have better attendances, and he suggested that the | should be offered for competition to students who had 
meetings should be held at a later hour in the day. | graduated since January, 1899, in September coming, s9 
There should be as attractive a bill of fare as possible. that the successful student would be enabled to, 

No one would say there was anything in the present , abroad either to Paris or to Berlin to study for a session, 
agenda to attract anyone, but the very opposite. He | With regard to the Principal Williams’ Memorial, he did 
would have the first item on the programme to be not think the date of the presentation of the portrait 
“ Practical Advice wanted and given” to anyone present was resolved upon at any time that he was present at, 
upon any subject. There were many difficulties that they It was a considerable time since the committee had been 
might wish to relate and to get the advice and opinion , called together. The balance of the fund was too small 
of members present upon. Then there was the subject todo very much with it as it was, and his inclination 
of “Interesting Cases.” Why shouldn’t that be put in | was that it should be given over to the Council so that 
the agenda? Then there should ve ‘‘Interesting Post- | it should not eat its head off with the expense of collec- 
mortem Specimens,” so that anyone having anything of | tion and management in Edinburgh. It might either be 
that sort would know he was quite in order to bring it. | added to this Jubilee Fund, or if the name could be per. 
Then another subject that made a good draw was | petuated in some way it might be added to the Walley 
“Practical Demonstrations.” Were they all so perfect | Memorial Fund, but hedid not think there was sufficient 
in surgery that there was nothing new to learn? Was | to make a prize that would be worth keeping separate. 
there nothing that their Professors might give them aj in memory of the late Principal. With regard to the 
little insight into, or was everything so precious that it | proposed Public Health Bill for England, he suggested 


could not be given away ? that Mr. Cameron should go down to Newcastle and get 
Another matter which he expected to hear some infor: | his English brethren to take up the subject. . 
mation about was Principal Williams’ Memorial.| Mr. RUTHERFORD said those of them who were old 


Although the portrait had been presented, that did not | members of the Society would not lay too much weight on 
finish the subject. The fund was still there,and it was! Mr. Cameron’s little grumble, especially in regard to 
not only the privilege but it would be the duty of every | the way in which the agenda had been drawn up. 
veterinary surgeon to give and collect as much as ever; They knew he was in the habit, when coming in from 
he possibly could to make that fund really a thing worthy | Berwick, of making a few notes of ‘what he could tickle 
of the profession and to do good in the profession. He | them up with, and he thought he had been at his old 
also drew attention to the Public Health (Scotland) | game that day, but he was quite sure that Mr. Cameron 
Act, and in view of the new Act on this subject for | did not mean in the slightest degree to reflect on Mr. 
England suggested that this was a convenient oppor- | Aitken’s procedure in arranging for this meeting. Mr. 
tunity for revising the existing Act for Scotland, and | Cameron was not aware that Mr. Peddie had specially 
modelling the English Act upon it after careful revision |.asked for delay, owing to not having time to prepare 
by some competent body in the profession. his a earlier. 

The CHAIRMAN said most of them would sympathise | With regard to the Williams’ Memorial, he, like them- 
with much that Mr. Cameron had said, but he thought selves, had been kept absolutely in the dark. He was 
he had slighted the programme, because Mr. Peddie’s | not only a member of the Committee but he was one 
paper would be quite worth coming to hear without | of the trustees of the Fund ; and to his amazement he 
anything else, He thought it was understood that if | received a letter from Mr. Horsburgh, who was the paid 
members had interesting cases to discuss, or interesting | secretary to the trustees, intimating that a meeting 
instruments or specimens to exhibit, they were always at , would be held to arrange for the presentation of the 
liberty to bring them before the meeting, but they | portrait in London. That was the first he had heard 
would endeavour for next meeting to have the pro- , that the picture was finished. He waited a few days, 
gramme as attractive as possible. and then he got a letter informing him that it had been 

The Secretary (Mr. John Aitken, junr.) did not | arranged to present this picture on a certain date 10 
think it at all a gentlemanly thing on Mr. Cameron’s| London. He wrote at once to Mr. Horsburgh and asked 
part to say that it was not an attractive programme, by whom it had been arranged, and when, because he 
when Mr. Peddie had come all the way from Dundee | had received no notice of the meeting to make this 
and had taken a considerable amount of time and trouble | arrangement, and as a trustee he ought to have received 
to write his paper. As for practical demonstrations, he notice. He got back an apologetic letter after two or 
failed to see how that could be carried out in that room. | three days. He also asked if the artist had been paid, 
As for the exhibition of morbid specimens and instru- | who had signed the cheque, and if he had not been pal 
ments, he had seen that dozens of times on the agenda | when it was to be paid. He got back a letter from Mr. 
and very little brought forward. Horsburgh saying that it had been arranged by the 

Principal Dewar referred to the Principal Williams President of the Council and Sir James Gibson Craig, 
Memorial. He got a letter at two o’clock in the Council | who was Chairman of the Committee, that the presenta- 
Chamber in London from the Secretary of the Society | tion should be made at a certain date. In fact they had 
asking him to speak in support of Sir James Gibson | simply thrown them overboard, which he had no hesita- 
Craig at the unveiling of the portrait, but the Chairman tion in saying was a piece of gross impertinence to the 
was not aware of this, and when Sir James stopped he others associated with them. With regard to the cheque 
called upon to speak for the Council in reply. | he was informed that the money was to be paid in a few 
He supposed neither the Council nor the profession lost | days. He had still to go into that business, because 2¢ 
anything by this failure on his part to say anything, be- , had yet to learn that Mr. Horsburgh had the power to 
cause he had not five minutes to prepare any remarks. | pay a cheque signed by himself. With regard to . 
In connection with what fell from Mr. Cameron, he was remainder of the money which had been subscribed, ' 
glad to say that something was brought up at the would be held in their hands for five years, and at = 
Council meeting which, although somewhat analogous, | end of that time it would be disbursed as they thoug ra 
had no direct connection with the Williams Memorial wise or judicious. But there was no notice given ™ 
Fund, and that was the Jubilee Memorial Bursary. him, nor did he know at what meeting that arrange 
There was a fund collected at the time of the Queen’s ment was come to, so that there was something _ 
Jubilee, and it was decided that it should lie until the quite straightforward and business-like in the way 
interest of that fund amounted to a sum that would which this Fund had been managed. nile 
be worth awarding to astudent to continue hiseducation| Mr. Peppre said : I think I should rise with — 
either here or abroad. That time had now arrived,and amount of fear and trembling after the words a i : 
the Council had decided that a prize or bursary of £80 been spoken by Mr. Cameron. I hardly think that Mr. 
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(ameron’s remarks were very flattering either to myself 
or the subject that I was to bring up here to-day, but 
as our friend Mr. Rutherford has said, I daresay we all 
know that Mr. Cameron speaks with the very best in- 
tentions, and looking at it in that way I have no wish 
to interpret any of his remarks too literally. I would 
just pass on to the subject of the paper. 


CruELTy 10 ANIMALS AND THE RELATION OF THE 
VeTERINARY ProFEssIon TowAaRD THE SOCIETY FOR 
THE PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


By James Peppig, F.R.C.V.S., Dundee. 


Mr. President and Gentlemen,—While I fully appre- 
ciate the honour of being asked to introduce this subject, 
which is of great interest not only to the members of 
this Society but to veterinarians generally, I feel very 
strongly that it might have been taken up by a mem- 
ber who could do it greater justice, as at this season of 
the year especially my time is so fully occupied that I 
have very little to devote to the writing of papers. 

With this fact clearly before my mind I was very re- 
luctant, as many of you are aware, to undertake the pre- 
paration of a paper un the subject, but as no other mem- 
ber seemed inclined to take it up I consented to do so, 
and in those circumstances I can fairly claim your fullest 
indulgence. 

I think it is better that we should begin our considera- 
tion of this question by enquiring in the first place what 
constitutes cruelty to animals? I think this can be 
answered by saying that it is the wanton or unnecessary 
infliction of pain on any of the lower animals. If we 
accept this definition of cruelty, which I think on the 
whole is a very good one, it must be at once apparent 
that there will be considerable diversity of opinion 
among individuals as to what constitutes cruelty and 
what does not, because what may appear quite necessary 
and justifiable to one person may seem perfectly out- 
rageous and unjustifiable to another. This is due to 
the fact that human beings differ widely in their know- 
ledge of men and things—some are well read and highly 
cultured and can take a broad view, while others are 
possessed of those qualities in a lesser degree and their 
Views are narrow and bigoted. Then, again, some people 
have highly sensitive natures, while others are obtuse 
and hardened, so that what appears a serious matter to 
one person may only assume a trifling importance in the 
‘yesof another. The points I have mentioned no doubt 
account for a good deal of the diversity of opinion that 
‘tops up in connection with certain cruelty cases, but 1 
am afraid there are other reasons which I shall have to 
refer to later, 

It would be unnecessary, and indeed quite impossible, 
‘0 enter into a discussion on the different forms of 
tuelty brought forward from time to time, it is quite 
sufficient for the purpose of this paper that I refer to a 

ew of the commonest charges with which we as veteri- 
uatians are mostly concerned. These are as follows : 

orking horses while they are suffering from various 

affections or injuries of the limbs and going lame. 

orking horses suffering from sores of the skin, par- 

ticularly when they are situated on parts where the 

presses. 

nt ill-treatment of animals by flogging or other 
se, 


The hefting of Milch cows exposed for sale at auction 


e starvation of animals. 
- a regard to the first, as the causes of lameness are 
ble ou and diversified there is room for considera- 
erences of opinion, and, as in the other forms of 


alleged i i 
po rr every case must be judged and decided on 


alleged cruelty from lameness are brought forward when 
it can be clearly shown that the lameness is merely an 
imperfection in the animal’s gait, due to anchylosis of a 
joint, for example, or the contraction of a sprained 
tendon, without any acute pain and accompanying 
cruelty. 

With reference to working horses while suffering from 
sores on the skin under harness, here again there is room 
for difference of opinion. In my judgment it does not 
constitute cruelty to work a horse while suffering from 
many abrasions, or even more serious lesions of the 
skin, provided peeer precautions are taken. We all 
know that the skin is probably the most sensitive part 
of the whole body, and any serious lesion involving it 
may give rise to considerable pain and suffering. At 
the same time it must be remembered that there are 
marked differences of sensibility among animals, and 
the greatest care is required in forming an opinion in 
such cases of alleged cruelty. 

I will pass over the other forms of cruelty mentioned 
and leave you to touch on them if desirable in the dis- 
cussion. I think I need hardly allude to the docking 
of horses and the dishorning of cattle, which when pro- 
perly carried out have much to recommend them. 

I dothink that the docking of horses and other pain- 
ful surgical operations, when carried out by lay indi- 
viduals ought in the interest of humanity to be put a 
stop to. I am sure many veterinary surgeons present 
could testify to examples of marked and unnecessary 
suffering inflicted on animals by the gross ignorance and 
interference of the lay canine and equine specialist. I 
think veterinary surgeons taken collectively are a 
humane body of men, their daily work is the allieviation 
and cure of suffering in dumb animals, and from their 
intimate knowledge of animals and from their profes- 
sional training they are specially adapted to carry out 
all surgical and medical treatment of animals, whether 
this is rendered necessary by disease or the require- 
ments of modern civilisation. Anzsthetics, whether 
general or local, are the type of kindliness, and I think 
their increased application by veterinarians within re- 
cent years must be taken as an indication of the sym- 
pathy and humane feelings of the profession towards the 
sufferings of the dumb creation, and as evidence of a 
more enlightened and interested regard for what might 
be termed the subordinate members of the universal 
family. 

I will now pass on to the consideration of the second 
and in many ways the most important part of my sub- 
ject, viz., “the Relation of the Veterinary Profession to- 
wards the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals.” What is the nature of this relation? I am 
afraid in the majority of instances it is of the most 
strained character. Why isthisso? 1 submit that it is 
due to the methods and tactics adopted by the officers of 
the S.P.C.A. towards, in the first place, the accused per- 
son, and secondly towards the veterinarian. They have 
by their actions alienated the sympathy and support of 
a large section of the veterinary profession who are well 
able to discriminate between what constitutes cruelty on 
the one hand, and what is unjust oppression of the in- 
dividual on the other. What are the causes which have 
been at work to bring about this state of matters’ I 
will try and enumerate them : 


1}. A consistent and marked oppression of the poor man. 
2. The manner in which the Society rush people into 
Court without warning. 

3. The methods of procedure in cruelty prosecutions. 

4, The gross exaggeration of actual conditions by the 
officers of the S.P.C.A., who are often men with a very 
meagre knowledge of animals. nm 

5. The refusal of the Society to accept the opinion of a 
veterinary surgeon when consulted prior to a prosecu- 


‘not infrequently happens, however, that cases of 


tion. 
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6. The misrepresentation by the officers of the Society 


of the opinion of a veterinary surgeon who has been | 


consulted prior to a prosecution. 

7. The slurs to which members of the profession have 
been subjected by the unjust criticism of the Bench 
and the public. Judges, particularly mere police 
judges, considering it a politic thing to appear humane 
and broad-minded, and to this end they often support 
the officers of the Society— not upon the facts, but be- 
cause they are such. 

Those are a few of the conditions which, to my mind, 
have been responsible for the withdrawal from the 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals of the 
sympathy and support of many veterinary surgeons, 
and prcbably some of you may be able to add other 
reasuns. 

I will now endeavour to lay before you some evidence 
in support of the arguments advanced. 

In the first place I think most of you will have either 
seen or heard of very glaring instances of undue oppres- 
sion of the poor man. A very striking case illustrating 
this point was submitted by Principal Williams to the 
last meeting of this Society, and although I could narrate 
one or two typical examples the time at my disposal 
hardly allows me todo so. It is so much more easy for 
the practically poorly paid officer to seize upon the offence 
of the coal carter with one horse, rather than the big 
merchant with 100. Social influence and wealth tells 


with an official whose salary is got from subscriptions 


from the better to do class. 

My second argument against the action of the Societ 
is the manner in which in very many cases they rus 
persons into court, particularly poor people, without any, 
or sufficient warning, which would often be quite ade- 

uate treatment to meet the requirements of the case. 

his needs no further explanation, and I will now pass 
on to deal with my third reason, viz., the methods of 
procedure 'e by the Society in Cruelty prosecu- 
tions, which [ consider most unfair to the accused 
person. 

To illustrate this I will state a common example of 
their action. A carter in a small way, or one in the 
employment of a large firm, is challenged with commit- 
ting cruelty while out with his horse by an officer of 
the S.P.C.A., who examines the animal, makes volumin- 
ous notes, and probably has it examined by a veterinary 
surgeon, but as very often happens no notice of a prose- 
cution reaches the owner for at least 10 days or a fort- 
night after the challenge (and in many cases a much 
longer = elapses) which practically means that the 
man’s defence is knocked on the head, as any evidence 
he may bring forward is looked upon as untinlin and 


- often discredited when such a length of time has elapsed. 


I am constrained to think that in the majority of in- 
stances this delay is quite intentional on the part of 
the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Ani- 
mals. In my opinion it is done with the object of 
strengthening their case, which so far as my experience 
goes is frequently of the weakest character. As a con- 
sequence of this it very frequently happens that the evi- 
dence of the Inspectors of the Society and their skilled 
witnesses—but they rarely, except in big cases, call in 
skilled witnesses—is, with the exception of the accused 
person, the only record of the State of the animal at the 
time the charge is laid. I submit that when a prosecu- 
tion is to be made in a case of alleged cruelty, intima- 
tion of this should be given to the accused person or 
persons at once, and to all fair-minded people the reason 
of this must be quite apparent. 

I come now to deal with the gross exaggeration of 
actual conditions by the officers of the S.P.C.A. when 
giving evidence in cruelty cases. This applies in the 


first instance to the nature of the averment, which is | 


nearly always unnecessarily harsh, even in those cases 
where there has been cruelty. I suppose this is due to 


| the fact that the law permits the Public Prosecutor to 


make his averment wide enough, and it cannot be said, 
I think, that he fails to take advantage of it. Those of 


will be quite familiar with the following, which I copy 
from the summons issued in cunnection with one of Xe 
many similar cases that have come under my own 
observation —“ you are summoned to appear at (place 
and date) to answer toa complaint at the instance of 
the Procurator Fiscal charging you with having on 
(date and place) within the Burgh of cruelly ill- 
treated, abused, and tortured a horse, by working said 
horse yoked to a cart, while suffering from a raw sup- 
purating sore on the left or near side of the back anda 
Taw suppurating sore on the croup under the breeching, 
causing said horse to suffer severe pain.” Now five days 
only elapsed between the time the man was challenged 
and the issue of thesummons. The horse belonged toa 
firm of coal merchants, and fortunately I was asked to 
examine it the day their man was challenged, and after 
this examination ordered its continuance at work, and 
immediately the summons reached my clients I was 
asked to re-examine it. 

As this was a flagrant case of misrepresentation, the 
wounds complained of being the merest abrasions, I took 
the precaution to have the animal sent to the court. 
After hearing the evidence, and without looking at 
the horse, which had been working steadily from the 
date of the challenge, the court found the charge not 
proven—a most unsatisfactory judgment for the accused 
person, although they commented on the misleading 
character of the evidence given by the Society's In- 
spector. 

The veterinary journals are full of cases where there 
has been glaring misrepresentation of facts by the 
Society’s Inspectors in their anxiety for a prosecution, 
brought to light by the careful and accurate examina- 
tion of skilled witnesses called for the defence. It is 
really painful to listen to the evidence given in some 
cruelty prosecutions by the officers of the Society, who 
in their zeal for a conviction grossly exaggerate con- 
ditions and draw on their imagination, which is on 
occasions extremely fertile to the detriment of the 
accused person. We are also cnly too familiar wit 
the lamentable exhibition of ignorance contained in 
those effusions. 

One has always to keep in mind that these officers 
have to show something for their salary. If, they 
merely walk the streets they are thought to be idlers. 
Therefore they have occasional spurts when they cn: 
sider a case or two essential. Any lesion 1s g 
enough to inspire their imagination and give rise to 
their prosecution. — 

In this country, when prosecutions are raised in the 
police court the prosecution is conducted either by the 
Chief Constable, or the person acting as Public a 
cutor, and when before the Sheriff or his substitutes °Y 
the Procurator Fiscal. 

I have always been much impressed with the ni 
manifested by the Prosecutor to try and establish “ 
point’ and get a conviction, even in the most voted 
cases, where evidence can be adduced for the de = 
that is almost uncontrovertible. In this oatey, 
fortunately, the first maxim of the law 1s that a at 
is regarded as innocent until he is proved = 7 
From my experience of cruelty charges, ns ty 
accused person is not found guilty he has ne ablie 
thank the laxity, charity, or generosity of the 
Prosecutor. 

There is another point which 


Iam sure accounts for 


many absurd cases finding their way into 
‘that is, that when the Scciety lose a case i this 
never mulcted in costs. I suppose the reason 08: 
All 


‘is because the cases are taken up by the roms 
‘cutor and are supposed to be in the public interes’ 


us who have had much experience with cruelty charges, 
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the same it is in my opinion a downright injustice, be- 
cause in many cases where no cruelty 1s established, but 
rather oppression, and the accused person is found not 

ilty, he has in addition to suffering the indignity of 
atrial, to bear all the expenses connected with it, which 
in many cases are very considerable. . 

{ now wish to deal with the manner in which the 
opinion of a veterinary surgeon is ignored by the 
Society, when he is consulted on a cruelty charge prior 
to the institution of proceedings, provided his opinion 
does not coincide with that of their Inspectors, and 
favour a prosecution at which he would figure as an im- 
portant witness. 

The fact of the Society raising proceedings after 
receiving the opinion of the veterinary surgeon con- 
sulted strongly against them has, I know, been the 
cause of a great many professional men refusing to 
have any further dealings with them : and who will say 
their action in these circumstances is not fully justified ? 

On this point I might also refer to the misrepresentation 
of opinion given by a V.S. who has examined a case but 
refused to give evidence in favour of a prosecution. 
This was one of the many reasons which led to the total 
withdrawal of my support from the Society. 

Iwas consulted about a case by the officers of our 
local Society, and gave it as my opinion that there was 
nocruelty, and that if the case went to court my evi- 
dence would be directly against the Society. The case 
was taken up, and the officers in the course of their 
evidence denied that I bad made the statements referred 
to, leading the court to believe that my evidence was 
false, and although I asked to be allowed to repudiate 
their statements I was not permitted to do so, and had 
tocontent myself with showing the whole case up in the 
local newspapers. Whatever good this may have done 
the persons charged with cruelty, it drew me into a 
newspaper controversy with a nameless scribe, who on 
a baseless humaaity plea hurled on me the most veno- 
mous and irrelevant criticism, and put me in a position 
which I think you will all agree is most undesirable. 

Ihave now to deal with the slurs to which members 
ofthe profession are subjected when giving evidence in 
cruelty cases by the unjust criticism of the bench and 
the public. It is pretty hard when one has borne the 
most honest re sooante 4 against the prosecution in a 
cruelty charge to hear the Sheriff say in his judgment 

there is at least this to be said in favour of the evidence 
for the prosecution, that it is unbiassed.” The officers 
ofthe S.P.C.A. are never biased, gentlemen! In the 
case | refer to the decision was in my opinion, a gross 
miscarriage of justice, and accompanying it an un- 
warranted and unjustifiable slur on an honest witness. 

he facts are briefly as follows: A van driver and the 
manager of his firm were charged with working a cob 
while it was suffering from the usual raw suppuratirg 
‘ores inches in diameter, etc., etc. The witnesses for 

*. Prosecution were an Inspector of the 8.P.C.A., a 
Policeman, and a country joiner. To show you the 

nowledge of horses possessed by the inspector, he des- 
tribed the cob as being 11 or 12 hands high, when asa 
matter of fact it was 15°] at least. The animal was an 

tgentine cob, very vicious, and had a habit of running 
+ its head to the side ; the witnesses for the prosecu- 
ys looked upon this as evidence of pain from a sore 
oulder, and further, on approaching to touch and 
examine the cob it attempted to kick and bite, which to 

*se enlightened individuals was positive proof of the 
ae ufferiag. This was a very vicious cob, it 
z . od in one of my forges and my men had to be 
»*t careful with it, and always pick up its hind feet 
ma ton hammer. It had a slight abrasion on the neck 
tai a than a sixpence, and yet a conviction was ob- 

ued. I had known the animal for two or three years. 


lighten the court on the character and temperament of 
the animal, in order to show how the witnesses for the 
prosecution had been misled. Now although I was 
prompted by the most honest and sincere desires for 
justice only, my evidence was presumably construed as 
being biased. 

I have no doubt many members could bring forward 
cases similar to the one I have narrated, which I think 
go along way to explain why so many veterinary sur- 
geons absolutely refuse to have ion te do with 
cruelty prosecutions. 

Another aspect of the evidence in connection with 
cruelty cases [ am afraid will be even less palat- 
able. We have been considering the actions of the 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals and 
its officers; now we might, I think, with advantage 
consider our own actions. Do we always in cruelty 
prosecutions, or in civil actions give evidence that is 
strictly Lona fide? Or can it be that ignorance, jealousy, 
malice, the zeal for one’s clients, and other weaknesses 
of human nature, account for many of the opinions given 
which are so conflicting in character? I am afraid much 
might be said on this point. Why, we even find veteri- 
nary surgeons giving evidence strongly against their 
confréeres when they are charged with negligence in the 
performance of some operation, or with cruelty, and in 
many instances without having ever seen the case. I 
think when one reviews the various cruelty prosecu- 
tions recorded in our veterinary journals during the past 
decennium, one cannot help being amazed, aye, even 
appalled, at the most extraordinary and conflicting 
nature of the evidence given in many of the cases. Now 
while I would like to take the most charitable view, I 
ask—lIs it possible that the disputed condition could be 
so obscure in all of these as to leave room for the ex- 
pression of legitimate opinions so diametrically opposite, 
or has thvre been other causes at work? I leave you to 
answer this question in the discussion. 

{ well remember one case which came within my own 
experience afew years ago, in which the evidence of the 
skilled witnesses for the defence in a cruelty prosecution 
was so hypothetical and utterly absurd in character 
that I was thoroughly amazed, although not seriously 
puzzled, to explain its adoption. In this case evidence 
referred to was subjected to the most caustic criticism 
of the Bench, and justice prevailed. This aspect of my 
subject is closely associated with the question of profes- 
sional ethics, and so far as my experience of the relation- 
ship of veterinary surgeons in large towns in this part of 
the country is concerned | think professional ethics is 
almost an unknown quantity. It would be a great ad- 
vantage if something could be done to prevent the re- 
currence of evidence being led of such an incongruous 
and conflicting character, which is only calculated to 
lower the dignity of the profession in the eyes of the 
public, in addition to proving very unpalatable reading to 
the members of an honourable body. 

I trust no one will take offence at anything I have 
said, because I can truly say | speak with no feeling of 
malice against any professional brother, but rather that 
we should arrive at the truth, and should not flatter our- 
selves into believing that all is well with the profession 
when such incongruities and anomalies in our profes- 
sional evidence come to be explained. I also feel that I 
would not be doing justice to the subject if I shirked 
this aspect of it on account of its exceedingly unpleasant 
nature. It appears tome that one of the greatest advan- 
tages of a Society such as this is its tendency to promote a 
greater esprit de corps among the members of the pro- 
fession, and I often think it is a great pity that our 
meetings are not more largely attended. 

I wish it to be clearly understood that I am not pre- 
judiced against the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals, on the contrary, I think it isa very excellent 


; the course of my examination I denied the existence 
Taw suppurating sore and I naturally tried to en- 


institution, and it exercises a salutary and much needed 
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restraint and represses a large amount of unnecessary 
suffering to the lower animals. At the same time I am 
strongly of opinion that it would do much more good if 
it were conducted on other and better principles. Such 
a Society should be pre-eminently educative and correc- 
tive in its aspirations, and prosecutions should only be 
instituted in cases where there is every reason to believe 
that the cruelty averred can be fully established. Such 
societies should have qualified veterinary surgeons and 
they should be consulted before prosecution proceedings 
are asked, not mere former carters and ex-ploughmen. 
In conclusion, I know there are people who say that 
we have no direct instruction in our religion to extend 
kindly consideration to animals, and that it is eotirely 
gratuitous on our part, this view being expressed under 
no less an authoritative dictum than that of Sir Herbert 
Maxwell. To my mind, pity and kindness towards the 
lower animals is a strong emblem of Christianity. We 


need not go into the question of religious or biblical ip. 
structions. This duty to the dumb animal springs from 
something even higher, and no version that I know puts 
it more plainly or beautifully than the inspired Tenny- 
son in his lines : 


That nothing walks with aimless feet, 
That not one life shall be destroyed, 

Or cast as rubbish to the void, _ 
When God hath made the pile complete. 


That not a worm is cloven in vain, 
That not a moth with vain desire, 
Is shrivelled in a fruitless fire, 

Or but subserves another’s gain. 


This concludes my paper, and I have just to thank 
you for the exceedingly ‘patient hearing that you have 
given to it. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS 1894 & 1896. 
Summary or Returns, WEEK EnpInG May 2, 1903. 


Foot- Glanders 
Anthrax. | and-Mouth | (including Rabies. Swine Fever. 
Disease. Farcy) 
i Cases 
22] ¢ | 32] | 2 23 
6 6 [a4] 6 a 
No. | No. | No. | No. | No. | No. | No. | No No | No. 
Week ended May 2, 1903 << 24 32 on om 28 39 26 162 
1902 ee 18 31 | 
Total for 18 weeks, 1903 os a 295 | 448 és -. | 443 | 749 - on” 490 | 2,347 
| 1902 aa 276 | 465 1 | 120 | 407 766 9 ee 552 | 2, 
873 
i iod i 1901 os 250 | 374 12 | 669 | 444 752 1 1 1,220 | 2 
1900. 207 | 333 | 8 | 120 | 384 669 | .. | .. | 675 


Norr.—The figures for the Current Year are approximate only. 


Board of Agriculture, May 5th, 1903. 


ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY. 
ANNUAL MEETING IN St. James’s HALL. 


The twenty-eighth annual meeting of the National 
Anti-Vivisection Society took place in St. James’s Hall 
on Friday evening, the President (Lord Llangattock) in 
the chair. Two or three thousand persons were 
present. 

Lorp ADDRESS. 


The PRESIDENT said that at that moment he lamented 
the loss of a dear relative, but he came there that night 
because he thought it his duty to testify against what he 
believed to be displeasing to God. He was glad to see 
such a splendid assembly determined to save dumb 
animals from suffering. (Cheers.) During the past year 
the society had made great progress. Not only had the 
membership vastly increased, but sympathisers also had 
multiplied all over Great Britain. He believed that 
the society had at its back the vast majority of the work- 
ing classes. (Hear, hear.) Controversial literature of 
all sorts had poured out of the offices of the society. 


Tens of thousands of pamphlets and newspaper or 
against vivisection had been sent broadcast over the _ 
and he challenged vivisectionists to name a —_, 
accurate statement in any of these countless om ve 
tions. (Hear, hear.) In the last four months the on rf 
had founded six new branches, one being In a 
and the others at Bristol, Birmingham, Batb, Has i “ 
and Leamington. ‘They asked the public to — 
whether it was right to torture helpless 
This was the simple issue to be decided, and the 

had no fear as to the verdict. (Cheers.) 


University ACCUSED. 


The Hon. SrepHEN CoLERIDGE moved : 
meeting declares the practice of vivisection vo ne 
allowed in this country to be cowardly, immer . 
detestable, and calls on Parliament totally to #00 
legal torture of animals.” (Cheers.) Their. oppe They 
he said, no longer defended the torture of org 
declared that the torture of animals was nC ee a 
did it exist. As to their declaration aged pore 
legal, the Act that governed vivisection 10 
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provided that anyone armed with a certificate for the 
purpose should be at liberty to vivisect an animal with- 
out any anesthetics. As to the question whether the 
torture of animals took place or not, the fact that terri- 
ble suffering was inflicted on animals had recently been 
brought home to him personally in a manner that ought 
to convince the most callous and the most indifferent. 
Within the walls of University College there was a 
laboratory licensed for vivisection, and into its dark 
rtals there passed a never-ending procession of help- 
ess dumb creatures. Dogs, lost or stolen from their 
homes, where they had known nothing but love and 
affection, followed one another down that Via Dolorosa 
into a scene of nameless horror, where man degraded his 
race and manhood, and brought on that University a 
smirch that time itself will never erase. (Cheers.) Within 
the precincts of the College and close to this Pit of 
Tophet was a school dedicated to one of the purest and 
loftiest of human studies—that of the fine arts. Be- 
tween this place of peace and the place of torment 
the dividing wall was slight, and into the serene and 
silent school of the beautiful rose distinctly from the 
vivisectors’ den the shrieks and piteous cries of the dogs 
in their agony. Surely in this world Heaven and Hell 
were never brought so near together ! (Cheers.) But the 
love of beauty never yet failed to keep the soul alive, 
and, through the Slade School students had the in- 
articulate sobs and moans of these wretched creatures 
reached the ears of those less pitiless than their tormen- 
tors. Thus, through him, had the piteous cries reached 
the thousands in this hall, and he trusted they would 
reach a million ears through the Press. (Cheers). 
There might be some few persons so hard to convince 
that even the shrieks heard in the Slade School might 
not be sufficient, and they might say that until he could 
ng the testimony of an eye-witness they would not 
lieve. He had come prepared even for them. His 
audience would do him the justice to say that never yet 
from that platform bad he distressed their ears with 
rehearsals of the horrors of vivisection, but in the face 
of the outrageous denials perpetually iterated by the 
vivisectors he felt it was his duty to make public the 
written statement of an eye-witness of what went on in 
the University College of London, every syllable of 
which had been endorsed by another eye-witness present 
at the same time and place. He had ascertained from 
both these persons that they were ready, if necessary, 
to substantiate every syllable on oath in the witness 
box. (Cheers.) 


A WITNEss. 


; The statement was as follows : “ I have attended many 
ectures at the Physiological Laboratory of University 
lege. I have constantly heard, while there, the 
ong-drawn howling and whining like that of dogs in 
terror and agcny. When the door of the lecture room 
was opened the sound of this grew louder, when the 
Pete Was again shut, the cries seemed to be fainter. On 
‘ruary 2 this year I saw an experient on a dog at this 
b ratory. A big brown dog of the terrier type was 
pouch into the lecture room stretched on its back on 
the perration board. {ts legs were fixed to the board, 
oo tesa held firmly in a head-holder, and it was muzzled 
> tightly that it was now deprived of every power to 
- audible expression to its pain. In the skin of the 
pone there were were several scarcely healed scars 
prounds : in one of them that seemed to be rather 
Spey there was left a — of clamping forceps. (Shame). 
48 evidently not the first time that this dog had had 

WH wits science. The internal organs of the abdomen 
rhea had their turns of operations in previous ex- 
ime he neck was opened widely for the stimu- 
Y electricity of a certain gland. The dog struggled 
‘fer during the whole experiment and seemed to 
¢xtremely during the stimulation. No anesthetic 


had been administered in my presence, and the lecturer 
said nothing about any attempts to anesthetise the ani- 
mal having previously been made. When an anesthetic 
has been given, good care is generally taken to tell the 
audience about it, and as a rule the anesthesia must be 
kept up by repeated administration of the anzsthetic 
used. Nothing of the kind was done here, and the 
violent and purposeful struggles of the animal indicated 
complete consciousness. The dog was carried out still 
fixed on the board after half-an-hour.” (Shame). Was 
not this enough to make the blood run cold? Mr. 
Coleridge asked. If this was not torture let Mr. Bay- 
liss and his friends Lord Lister and Sir Victor Horsley 
tell in Heaven’s name what torture was. (Cheers). He 
desired to observe the amenities of gentlemanlike 
debate, but socertain was he of the deep and abidin 
humanity of the British race, that he felt sure that di 
they know what he knew went on in these dens of in- 
famy they would not wait for supine legislation, they 
would not wait for the second readings or third readings 
of Bills in Parliament ; but they would go in their 
irresistible thousands ; they would set free the victims 
from their cages; they would smash to atoms the 
horrible instruments of torture ; and they would leave 
every laboratory in the Kingdom a heap of ruins. 
(Loud Cheers.) 
The Rev. NEVILLE Dunpas seconded the motion. 


Lorp E. Hamitton DIstTINGUISHEs. 


Lord Ernest HAMILTON laid it down that anti-vivi- 
sectionists could only obtain their end by gaining popular 
sympathy, and they could only win that sympathy by 
intelligent argument on lines of moderation, proving that 
they were not the cranks and vapid sentimentalists de- 
picted by their opponents. (Cheers). The way to set 
about converting the public was to avoid taking up a 
cast-iron attitude, When an apostle of the movement 
assumed such an attitude the persons whom he tried to 
convert said “ Poor devil ! he means well but he has a 
tile loose somewhere.” (Laughter.) There were two argu- 
ments which Lord Ernest generally preferred to use. 
The first was that owing to the great difference between 
human beings and dumb animals no benefit to men and 
women could result from vivisection. (Hear, hear.) His 
second argument was that in nine hundred and ninety- 
nine cases out of a thousand there was not the slightest 
intention or desire to benefit mankind by experiments 
on living animals. (Hear, hear.) They were merely 
carried on in a spirit of morbid curiosity, which rejoiced 
in the high-sounding title of research. Anti-vivisec- 
tionists must distinguish between absolutely painless 
experiments and those which could not be so described. 
If they agitated against the first-named class their 
countrymen would never support them, for really pain- 
less experiments had no more connection with the atro- 
cities which this meeting protested against than a general 
election had with the French Revolution. (Laughter.) 
Warning his hearers, especially the ladies, against 
taking the opinion of doctors on vivisection, he said that 
in the Middle Ages the priests exercised a despotism 
founded on ignorance and superstition. In the present 
day the doctors exercised a despotism based on cruelty 
and superstition. They did not mean to do wrong, but 
they stifled thought in non-professional people, whereas 
on tha subject of vivisection it was the duty of men and 
women to think for themselves, (Cheers). 


A BisHop’s PROTEST. 


Bishop BAGSHAWE supporting the motion, protested 
against Lord Ernest Hamilton’s statement that the 
Medizeval priests dominated the people by ignorance and 
superstition. (Laughter). He also disagreed with his 
assertion that there were painless experiments made b 

vivisectionists. If a violent poison were administered it 


caused no great pain at first, but the ultimate conse- 
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quences were terrible, and if animals were inoculated 
with loathsome diseases the result might be agony for 
weeks, though there was no pain at first. The truth 
was that vivisection in all its forms was immoral, as well 
as cowardly and detestable. (Cheers.) The readiness 
of some medical men to make experiments rendered cere 
people reluctant to go into hospitals. In the East End 
many working men would do anything rather than 
enter such institutions, and he feared they were right. 
He was firmly convinced that poor patients were ex- 
— on in hospitals to gratify scientific curiosity. 
ame. 

The motion was unanimously adopted. 

The Hon. Duptey LEIGH proposed a vote of thanks 
to the President. 

Sir F. Bansury, M.P., seconded the motion, and said 
that the Bill he had introduced into Parliament— 
(cheers)—was extremely moderate, because, however un- 
compromising they might be in St. James’s Hall, they 
must go slow in the House or Commons. (Laughter.) 
The measure provided that there should be no vivisec- 
tion for purposes of mere illustration. It permitted 
painless experiments and those for genuine scientific 
investigation, but it required that anzsthetics should 
always be administered, that the animal to be experi- 
mented on should be killed before recovering conscious- 
ness, and that an inspector should be present at every 
experiment. (Cheers.) A friend of his in the House of 
Commons said that if, as the result of vivisection, his 
life could be saved he was not opposed to it. Sir F. 
Banbury was not averse from life, but he would sooner 
die than permit poor animals to be tortured on the 
half chance that something useful might be discovered. 
(Cheers.) 

The motion was carried by acclamation, and after a 
few words of acknowledgment from the President the 
meeting terminated.— Morning Post. 


Veterinary Surgeons and Meat Inspection. 


At the quarterly meeting of the Council of the County 
Borough of Belfast, on Friday, May 1st, in the Council 
Chamber at the Town Hall, on a motion that the 
minutes of the Market Committee be adopted : 

Councillor Gregg moved that it be an instruction to 
the Market Committee to report on the advisability of 
appointing a veterinary meat inspector. He considered 
that the present arrangements were not satisfactory, and 
did not fairly treat the veterinary professicn. In other 
towns ord had such inspectors as he referred to. 

Councillor Major M’Cammond seconded, and Coun- 
cillor Tougher supported the amendment. 

Councillor Dr. M'Donnell said the committee had 
recently arranged that when there was a difference of 
opinion among their three inspectors a veterinary sur- 
geon should be called in. 

Alderman Bell agreed to bring this matter before the 
committee, and the amendment was then withdrawn.— 
Belfast News-Letter. 


Personal. 


WILKINSON—Scort.—April 15th, at Christ’s Church, 
Eston, by the Rev. E. F.S. Besley, Vicar and Rural 
Dean of Middlesbrough, Thomas Wilkinson, junr. 
M.R.C.V.S,, son of T. Wilkinson, M.R.C.V.S., Ashfield 
House, Lanchester, Durham, to Mabel, second daughter 
of T. Scott, Esq., land agent, Eston Grange, Yorkshire, 


Mr. J.S. Luoyp, the Sheffield Corporation veterina 
inspector, acted as one of the judges at the sevent 
annual May horse show, held at Burnley on Saturday 
May 2. Mr. Lloyd was one of two gentlemen who judged 


the light horse classes, nine in number, and in which 
prizes were given for the best turnouts (open and local} 
the neatest, cleanest, and best decorated horses and 
harness, the best jumpers, and the Hackney Horse 
Society’s silver medal for the best hackney or pony mare, 
filly, or filly foal. This is the fifth year in succession 
in which Mr. Lloyd has acted as one of the judges at 
the Burnley May horse show. An interesting feature 
of this year’s show was the appearance of the world- 
famed trotting stallion Callino II., owned by Mr. J, 
Andrew. On Saturday this horse trotted three miles— 
one mile in harness, one mile in saddle, and one mile 
guideless-—in 8 min. 32 sec., no time being allowed for 
changing.—The Sheffield Daily Independent. 


VETERINARY SURGEON ELECTED CHAIRMAN. 


At the annual meeting of the Wellington (Salop) - 


Urban Council held on Wednesday, April 22nd, Mr. 
Lawrence proposed the re-election of Dr. Hollies as 
chairman for the ensuing year, and in doing so referred 
to the splendid manner in which he had discharged the 
duties of the office during the past year. 

Dr. Hollies said that it was quite impossible for him 
to undertake the duties of chairman again. He had had 
a very pleasant time during the year, but he thought 
the appointment should be given to someone whv had 
not yet occupied the position. He therefore proposed 
that Mr. James Martin, M.R.C.V.S., be elected chair- 
man. Mr. Martin had done useful work on the Council, 
and he wasa man well a to occupy the position 
and to help to carry on the business of the town. (Ap- 
plause.) He thought they would be paying Mr. Martin 


‘a compliment which he well deserved if they appointed 


him unanimously to the position of chairman During 
the time he had been connected with the Council Mr. 
Martin held an absolutely independent position, and he 
had been able to intervene in a discussion at an oppor- 
tune time, in such an effective way that the Council 
sometimes hesitated before committing themselves to an 
expenditure of money on some scheme about which they 
had been almost unanimous. 

Mr. Lawrence seconded the resolution, and expressed 
the opinion that Mr. Martin would make an excellent 
chairman. Ifelected he (Mr. Lawrence) would promise 
Mr. Martin that he would be as loyal to him and assist 
him in the conduct of the business in the same way 4s 
he had assisted his predecessors in the chair. 

Mr. J. W. Clift supported the resolution, and alluded 
to the work done at the sewage works by Mr. Martin, 
who had studied the septic treatment of sewage, and his 
advice and help were always valuable. (App.) . 

Mr. Clarke also supported the resolution, which was 
carried unanimously. 

Mr. Martin having taken the position of chairmas, 
thanked the Council for the honour they had conferred 
upon him, and the kind remarks made in reference to his 
work on behalf of the Council. Since he became 4 
member of that body five years ago he had had nothing 
but kindness shown him by every member, and although 
he accepted the position of chairman with a great dea 
of diffidence he hoped he would be able to render some 
service to the Council and the town.—The Wellington 
Journal. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 


Extract from London Gazette : 
War Orrice, Patt Matt, May |. 
Srarr.—Vet.-Major L. J. Blenkinsop, D.S.0., 
Vet.-Lieut.-Colonel, vice C. Clayton, retained 
numerary to the Establishment, under the provisions 
Article 473, Royal Warrant, 1900. 
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: May 5. 
IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—(Herts.)—The aa- 
nouncement is substituted for that which appeared in 
the London Gazette of March 27th: Vet.-Capt. (Hon. 
Vet.-Lieut. in the Army) W. C. B. Revill resigns his 
commission. 


OBITUARY. 


We regret to hear of the death of Inspecting Veterinary 
Surgeon Tom Parinder Gudgin, at St. Leonards-on-Sea, 
on May Ist, at the age of 72. 

Mr. Gudgin was a student of the Royal Veterinary 
College, London, and entered the army on June 10th, 
1854. He served with the 5th Dragoon Guards, 2nd 
Dragoons (Scots Greys), and 2nd Dragoon Guards 
Bays). 

e served in the Crimea 1854-1855, and was present 
at the affair at Mackeznie’s Farm, and battles of Bala- 
clava, Inkerman, and Tchernaya. Seige and fall of 
Sebastapool, Crimean medal with three clasps and 
Turkish Medal. 

Indian Mutiny 1858-9, seige and capture of Lucknow, 
Qude campaign, action of Jamo; assault and capture 
of Birwah, and affair of Bungaon in Transgogra. Medal 
with clasp. 

South African war 1879, Zulu campaign, mentioned 
in dispatches, London Gazette, 13th December, 1879. 
P.V.O. in South Africa, medal with clasp. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


BAD TASTE OR IGNORANCE? 


Dear Sir, 

I cannot let the above matter pass without some com- 
ment. Mr. Ison, of Atherstone, made some sensible 
remarks under the above heading in your journal a 
week ago. This week he is answered by “ Vet.” repre- 
senting the Farmer and Stockbreeder, who states that it 
_—_ quite justifiable to lend his “rooth rasps” to 
a clientand tell him that a blacksmith would operate 
on the teeth for 1/- or so. I may ask if this gentleman 
is doing justice to himself or his professional brethren ? 
Personally, I certainly think not. Possibly the gentle- 
man in question is a man of independent circumstances 
and does not care for actual work, but we who have to 
arn our living are obliged to take everything that 
comes, Would our friend “vet.” lend the blacksmith 
his “Thompson’s tooth shears” to cut off abnormally 
overgrown molars, etc. ? 

Imust say that Iam very pleased that Mr. Ison took 
up the matter as he did, and I consider that I am per- 
fectly Justified in supporting and defending his action.— 
Yours faithfully, 

J. S. BARBER. 

Rugby, May 6. 


Sir, 
. Vet's.” “usefulness to the larger profession of farm- 
ing” 18a matter of which I have no knowledge, he ap- 
pears himself to have a great opinion of it. 

A blacksmith’s special study is the horse’s foot, and I 


‘the veterinary surgeon and the blacksmith with whom 
he so frequently comes in contact, and who looks to him 
| for advice when in difficulty, and I maintain that it was 
te bad taste on “ Vet’s.” part to advise any such pro- 
| ceeding. 
_ Why did not “ Vet.” sign his name? Surely he is not 
_ ashamed of his connection with 7'he Farmer and Stock- 
_ breeder ! 
__ It is unkind to allow the profession to remain in 
darkness as t> who is this “man of the world with ex- 
perience of three continents,” who, Jove like, sits aloft 
dispensing knowledge (and tooth rasps) to all and sun- 
dry, with a sneer at, shall we say, less fortunate veteri- 
nary surgeons as “ incompetents.” 
W. E. Ison, F.R.C.V.S. 


_ Atherstone, May 6th. 


ir, 

“ Vet's.” letter in this week’s Record will no doubt 
occupy the attention of some of the members of the pro- 
fession, and none more so perhaps than “ those incom- 
petents who would eke out a crust by the laborious 
work of tooth rasping, when a strong blacksmith can be 
got to do it fora shilling or so,” under which category I 
presume I should be classed by “ Vet.” 

I must confess “ Vet.” is taking a very one sided view 
of the position. From his remarks and “ extensive 
travels” I presume he is a vara avis—a veterinary sur- 
geon who is not dependent upon his practice for his 
means of living—-and presuming this to be so one can 
perhaps make some allowance for his strongly expressed 
views and disinclination for laborious work, but if on 
the other hand he is one of the “ struggling community ” 
in an every day practice, then one would expect him to 
have more respect for his client’s horses (and his own 
pocket) than to send them to the nearest blacksmith for 
treatment. The blacksmith gets quite enough “ odd 
jobs” as it is without the veterinary surgeon being fool- 
ish enough to throw others in his way. Imagine a young 
practitioner asked by a good client to rasp and attend to 
a horse’s teeth telling him to take it to the nearest 
blacksmith and have it done! Is a young man going 
to throw away money because being a professional man 
“Vet.” considers he should not exert himself by manual 
labour? From the tone of “ Vet’s” letter I can picture 
his face if he was asked to calve or remove the placenta 
from a cow—imagine his look of horror at the thought 
of the manual labour and loss of dignity entailed !—how 
would he act in this case? Would he send for the 
nearest blacksmith and whilst reclining in a corner diag- 
nose a breech presentation, and give the necessary in- 
struction to the blacksmith how to effect a delivery ? 
What is the good of our practical education if we are 
not to put it into force. Of course every practitioner 
has his own method of procedure, and no doubt some 
clients are more long suffering than others, but I can 
only answer for the districts in which I have been en- 
gaged in practice, and I venture to say that if a young 

ractitioner employed the means advocated by “ Vet.” in 
his letter “the last stage of that man would be consider- 
ably worse than the first.” 
“Vet” is proud to belong to a profession that has 
some claims to be a “ liberal” one, and so am I, so long 
as that liberality does not take the form of gratuitous 
information on veterinary matters in the public press as 
it apparently does in “ Vet’s”” case—in other words he ap- 


‘Auite fail to see why he should have any knowledge of a 

— teeth or any proper tooth instruments. 
sid 0 attain proficiency in horse dentistry requires con- 
‘erable practice, surely “ Vet.” might as well have ad- 
the horse to be taken to a “strong” chimney 


pears to be one of those “ bugbears” to his professional 
confreres, the Veterinary Editor. It isa little difficult to 
imagine where the liberality comes in, in his case, in giving 
free information to those who, but for this, are perfectly 
able to consult a veterinary surgeon, and pay him for his 
opinion, and would do so were it not for the information 
he gets from the Veterinary Editor of his agricultural 


sweep, 
en me tell “ Vet.” that it is not the way to promote 
t proper feeling which I think should exist between 


paper. The only liberality I see in this case is that ac- 
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corded to the Veterinary Editor by the Registration 
Committee of the R.CVS. in allowing him to employ 
this means of “ poaching on other peoples preserves.” 

It is a poor cloak to be modest and tell them that his 
advice “must not be compared with a professional 
opinion on the spot,’ —no doubt he is right—as the pro- 
fessional opinion on the spot would be a practical one ; 
(although the practitioner might amongst other qualifica- 
tions be a much despised tooth rasper ), whereas “ Vet.” 
by sitting at home gives gratuitously, to any applicant 
through his paper, an opinion on a case he has never 
seen, and if he did see it, judging by the tone of his 
letter, he would be very loathe to touch it, as it might 
entail “useless manual labour.” 

What would “ Vet.” say I wender if he could see 
those who hold the highest positions in the profession 
strip and calve or cleanse a cow, or foal a mare, make 
post-mortems on pigs that have been dead several days 
and numerous other things which entail a good dea 
more “ laborious work.” These are the men we want 
in the profession ; practical men, who set an example to 
their pupils and younger veterinary surgeons, and who, 
by their and efforts commend them- 
selves to their clients—be they noblemen or poor 
farmers—and yet “ Vet.” has the assurance to say in his 
letter that the public is not favourably impressed by a 
veterinary surgeon who engages in laborious work which 
a farrier can do. Certainly a farrier could do it in a 
way, but a gentleman would not ask a veterinary sur- 
geon to perform a duty, and pay him’ for it, if a farrier 
could do it as well. The public are very good judges, 
and they go where they think they get the best value 
for the money, and if it comes to a toss up between a 
farrier and a qualified professional man (provided he is 
not afraid of “ laborious work ”) I don’t think the result 
would be in doubt. 

How will a young country practitioner fare with his 
clients unless he is prepared to be practical, and show 
his clients by his own personal efforts that he is worthy 
of their confidence. Supposing “Vet.” could not con- 
veniently find his beloved farrier just when he wanted 
him, and was thrown on his own resources? Would he 
himself be able to put to practical use the “laborious 
work” he learnt at College? or would his dread of 
“manual labour” compel him to wait till his farrier 
arrives to carry out the case “under his directions” ? 
Let us hope’for his own prestige and for the sake of the 
profession generally that he would put on one side his 
‘tine sentiments” and make an exception in this case, 
and he would I feel sure be convinced of the error of his 
assurance that the public are not favourably impressed 
by a man anxious to do laborious work.—Yours faith- 
fully, 

“ CouNTRY PRACTITIONER.” 


Sir. 
It your correspondent “Vet.” has‘ had such an ex- 
emplary experience of “three continents” and is a “ man 


of the world” and still in practice it seems to me, like it | } 


does to Mr. Ison, that it is bad taste on the part of “ Vet.” 
to educate the public, through the medium of the public 
press, to employ a farrier to rasp a horse’s teeth, and in 
consequence to manufacture a quack to compete with 
members of the profession to which “ Vet.” boasts he is 
“proud to belong.” 

Rasping a horse’s teeth is just as remunerative to a 
practitioner as calving a cow or unnerving a horse, and 
certainly more so than spaying a sow and caponizing a 
fowl All belong to the domain of veterinary surgery 
and are not so derogatory as giving away the profession 
for the sake of a alee penny-a-line. 


Either “Vet.” has nothing to do, or is incapable of 
rasping teeth, or prefers to earn his penny-a-line than | 
soil his delicate fingers. 

A Dirrty Brrp, ETC.” 


CANINE TYPHUS. 
Sir, 


In answer to Mr. G. Mayall I have much pleasure in 
recommending him the following formula : 

Acid Quinine Hydrochloride 1 grain 

Distilled water 6 minims. 
Hypodermic dose tc be used is from 6 to 24 minims, 
anywhere under the skin, three or four times a day, ac. 
cording to the size of the dog. It is advisable not to 
insert the needle in the same place twice else an abscess 
occasionally forms, but which is of very little importance, 
The injections should be used early in the complaint. 
HEnry Gray, 


REGISTRATION OF SHOEING-SMITHS AS 
FARRIERS. 
ir 


When this scheme first came out I wrote to The 
Record and pointed out that if they were registered as 
“Farriers” many people, especially in the country, 
would take them to be vets. You, in your usual kind way 
when you don’t agree with a man, ridiculed the idea. 
At the Ccuncil meeting a few weeks ago [ see the matter 
was brought forward, and Mr. Trigger in supporting 
the scheme says he lives amongst farriers and shoeing 
smiths (you say the terms are the same) and he goes on 
to say that registering them is a great safeguard against 
their, as they used to in the old days, acting as farriers. 
As Mr. Dollar pointed out, this statement is humbug. 


-Nodoubt Mr. T., like many other members of the Coun 


cil, makes money out of a forge, so supports shoeing- 
smiths in every way he can. 

Mr. Dollar is the sort of man we poor country vets. 
want on the Council. I see you challenge him to pro- 
duce five registered farriers who act as vets. If he wiil 
state through The Record that he wishes it, no donbt he 
can produce over 500 ; I can find him five in my district. 
—Yours, etc., 

“ CountRY.” 


VETERINARY BURSARY. 
Sir, 

There is one point about the above that seems to 
have been overlooked. Supposing two candidates, one 
taking French and the other taking German, tie in the 
number of marks they obtain ; what will happen! Will 
they have to run off the dead heat ? 

There is one other point. Are the expenses attached 
to living at the Colleges about equal? If not a mao 
who goes to France may be handicapped over a mat 
who goes to Germany. I believe living in Germany !s 
always cheaper than living in France. 

I am rather at a loss to see the reason for rule I. 
Why should candidates for examination 1, date from 89 
and not also for examination 2, 3, or 4, as the case may 


e. 
I think the profession might obtain more benefit from 
the knowledge derived by a man who had been qualified 
say anywhere from five to ten years than one recently 
graduated.— Yours truly, — 


Communications, Books, AND PAPERS RECEIVED.— Col. J. 
A.Nunn, Messrs. J.S. Barber, W.E. Ison, J- 
W. A. Dellagana. ‘Country Practitioner.” “Country 
Practitioner.” of The 

Jrnl. Comp. Med. & Vety. Arch. (Phila:) Journa of at 
Sanitary Institute, ‘‘ Notes on the Duties of Volunteer _— 
Troops,” by A. C. McBarnet and G. H. Guillum +—oO 
a Chapter on Vety. First Aid by Vet. Lt. Col. J. ar — 
C.1.E., D.8S.0. The Bridgewater Mercury, The Belfast + 
Letter, The Sheffield Daily Independent. 


Yrier 
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